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To: THE HONORABLE GLADYS KESSLER March 21, 2007 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
c/o CLERK 

U.S. COURTHOUSE . ^- :,..:-; ^^^:y^r\-.-^ 

333 CONSTITUTION AVE., N.W. '- 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001 vah^'^ ' 

By: RICHARD DALE TALBOTT >^;D^"^^ 

REG. NO. 04895-028 
FCI/ FLORENCE 
P.O. BOX 6000 CM/B) 
FLORENCE, CO. 81226 



RE: CIVIL CASE NO. 06-1194 (GK) ECF 

Dear Judge Kessler, 

May all be well for you. 

As Your Honor is probably aware, I am the plaintiff in the above-styled 
cause of action, which was before the court at the time of my transfer from 
the Federal Correctional Institution located in Greenville, Illinois, to my 
current institution located in Florence, Colorado. 

On December 27, 2006, I arrived at the federal institution located in 
Florence, Colorado which, as any bureau of prisons employee will tell you, 
is primarily utilized for disciplinary purposes. 

With all due respect, Your Honor, the defendants have, once again, deceived 
the court concerning issues involved in the suit. 

For instance, the defendants altered my custody classification score 
to reflect the correct score of 5 security points, which made me eligible 
for transfer to a minimum security facility. Ex. 1 

Indeed, a copy of this corrected classification score was submitted by 
the government in its attempt to have the court dismiss the case as a moot 
issue, however, what the government presented and what the defendants did 
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immediately following the government's response to my suit are two totally 
different things. 

Imnediately following the government's response, for instance, the def- 
endants rescored me under the new, and harsher, program statement (5100,08), 
which would have had me eligible for placement in a low security institution, 
at worst. 

However, the defendants also decided to use a nine (9) year old incident 
report (which was only supposed to have a utilization life of five (5) years), 
in order to raise my security score to 16, as opposed to the 15 otherwise app- 
licable. Ex. 2 

This action by the defendants not only deprived me of eligibility for 
placement in a minimum security facility for the remainder of my sentence, 
but also ensured that I cannot be transferred to a low security facility un- 
til at least next May (2008). 

Clearly, the actions of the defendants have only been engaged in in an 
effort to punish me for the exercise of my First Amendment rights under the 
U.S. Constitution, but also to deceive the court into believing that I was 
transferred to a minimum security facility when, in fact, I was sent to a 
Medium/High facility. 

To make matters worse, I have been personally informed by, at least, one staff 
member here, at this institution that should I cause "any problem" while here, 
that I would "be sorry I ever met (the staff member /defendants)." 

I request- that I be permitted to have the case reopened in light of the 
fact that (1) I have reached my institution and (2) In order to be allowed 
to amend said suit to include a First Amendment violation claim. 

Thank you, for your time and patience regarding this matter as I am sure 
Your Honor is as perplexed as myself concerning the constant changes in this 

suit - and inexplicable actions by the defendants. 

Respectfully submitted, 



/j^ha/inLjflLlj)d^ 



Pro Se Petitioner 
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